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possible the letter contained not only an exculpation
of the Count dc Sombreuil hinis^if, hut a crimination

of those persons who advised and eohducU'd the un-
fortunate expedition in which ho perished. He ap-
pealed to the recollection also of the house, as well
as to the right honorable gentleman (Mr. NVindham)

who refused the motion, that tiie production of the
paper was refused because it related, solely to a bu-
siness of a delicate and private nature. How com-
pletely then was he disappointed and astonished on
perusing* the copy published in the True Briton,
which he had every reason to believe authentic, to
find it so far from relating* exclusively to any busi-
ness of a private nature, to belong" entirely to matters
of public moment; and the only excuse he conld al-
ledge for the right honorable gentleman's not having"
made such a declaration was, that he had either
read it in a. slight and cursory manner, or from the
distance of time, and the multiplicity of business in
which he was engaged, that he bad wholly forgotten
its contents, or it would be impossible that he
should have given it such a color. For it did not
appear from this letter., that there was any paltry
recrimination upon the persons who advised and
conducted that unfortunate expedition, but a foun-
dation for a charge of the most marked criminalty.
It might be true that the right honorable gentleman
had not the sole hand in that expedition, or that he
had no farther share in advising it than the rest of
his colleagues; but whoever were the authors and
abettors of it, there was very clear evidence that
there was not one word about any business of a pri-
vate nature in the letter from Portsmouth ; white
there were expressions which conveyed the strongest
condemnation of sending that expedition out in the
most gross, the most treacherous manner. He un-
dertook, however, to read the letter to the house, in
which he could find nothing, even by construction*
of a private nature.